
THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW 

Division Bench Court No. 1 

APPEAL-217/2021 

ANIL KUMAR AGARWAL .............Appellant 

Versus 
M/S ANSAL API .............Respondent  

Counsel for Appellant 
SATENDRA JAISWAL 

Counsel for Respondent 
SAURABH MISRA 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice (Dr.) D.K. Arora, Chairman 
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member 

Grievance of the appellant is with respect to not providing 9 meter road in front of his 

house. On request of the parties we sent an inspection team. The distance between the 

boundary of two houses is 9 metres. The learned counsel for the appellant insists that 

this 9 metre road has to be after excluding the footpath.  

 

On being asked neither learned counsel for the appellant nor learned counsel for the 

respondent placed any rule/bye laws wherein it has been prescribed that the footpath 

will not be included in the road.  

 

Learned counsel for the parties are directed to place on record the relevant law/policy 

of the LDA and the policy of the respondent as well as what has been indicated in the 

DPR approved by the competent authority in which the road has been shown in front 

of the house of the appellant, within a week.  

 
List this appeal for orders on 04-08-2023.  
 

(K.K. Jain)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 07.07.2023 
SANTOSHKSHUKLA 


